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Dear Greg Pierce, 

When Epstein's piece was about t o appear in the Kevss Yorker, I 
asked for the opportunity of presenting the other side and got only the premise 
of a letter f roe the editor that I have now get received. I wrote a challenges 
and esnwer that received hut Isight use (except by Epstein, who added the pretense 
of an answer to the deficiency of his knowledge of the Now Orleans evidence to 
the book). I wrote the Times a long letter, pointing out the egregious error and 
lib 1, have been promised a response that I hove yot to receive. Epstein, as usual, 
for he is Quite s coward, is also silent. I have not seen the Thompson latter 
end would appreciate a copy* 


•Shat you soy of 3oxley is essentially true. Hot only did these rest 
of the staff not "ae.-utinize" it, it was not consr.it ted to paper so it couldn’t he. 
Host of t ho staff knew little or nothing of mat he was doing. 


I do not know when or how Garrison came upon Spiasel. I did in the 
winter of 1967, decided he was paranoid en£ stayed away from him, although I am 
satisfied there was such a party. 


I think it likely the perjury ease against Shaw will be tried. This is 
not a direct answer to your question. The original indictment was deficient. 
a o is this one. It is also inadequate, as was the first. I have no doubt Shaw 
did perjure himself on several material grounds, aside from those with which he 
was charged. I met the witnesses you name and believe them to be truthful men, 
without ulterior purpose. 


I do not 
is parti pris, as I 
did not arrange for 


think Appel s testimony either impartial or dependable. Ee 
see it, and"it strikes me as strange that Shaw s lawyer’s 
such expert testimony. 


I think there is and was no validity in the charge against Bradley. 


I have written POST EOETEM III; SEC:-:ETo Of TEE XETeSDY AUTOPSY. 0 s 
is one of three limited editions I have published (xerox) but cannot afford to 
print. It is the basis of what has come out regarding the Clark peril, including n 
the expert testimony at the jDC proceeding. I cannot sell a copy because it 
costs me 30 4 a page for xeroxing. The appendix is incompSelei sad I will be 
adding a charter on the trial. I copyrighted it because I was giving others 
permission to use seme of the materiel and wanted, as best I could, to protect 
my rights. The seme is true of the other two bocks. 


Afadrews never directly said Sahw is 
elliptical thing he tola me li/67. 


Bertrand. I so interpret an 


Fud Pensterwsld is well intentioned but I refused to join his group 
because of some of those in it. One is in large part responsible for the mis- 
direction ana deception of Garrison and is a notorious .Literary thffifeio -“-side from 
Bud, none 0: the others connected with it will do anything, have done anything, or 
ace ceaable of it had they tbs desire, alas. The address is 927 -15th, nw. Do. 

Excuse haste, ^est regards. 



